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been asked. That this is the case becomes apparent when we con-
- sider that what we are concerned with in the cosrnological question
is not something to do with an object (whether phenomenal or
noumenal in character) but is simply the possibility or impossi-
bility of completing a particular series. For this conception of
completeness (in the spatial, temporal, or causal series) is clearly
a notion which reason produces for itself and the existence of such
completeness, even if it were a fact, could never be determined
ernpiricaEy. Equally clearly, the existence or non-existence of the
final terms which such completeness requires is scientifically of no
interest or importance and consequently no transcendental deduc-
tion of it can even be contemplated.
Before we give a Critical solution of these cosrnological questions
it is as well to observe that neither the dogmatic affirmative nor
negative offered by the theses or antitheses would really be toler-
able even if it could be substantiated, for this will reconcile us to
the necessarily inconclusive character of the Critical inquiry. Any
such answer would prove to be either too large or too small to admit
of reconciliation with any concept of the understanding. For it
must be remembered that the empirical regresses with which the
cosmological ideas deal are conceived by both parties to the
dispute as being themselves objects of possible experience arid
therefore cognizable by the understanding. But it can be con-
fidently asserted on the one hand that the understanding can
frame no concept of an infinite series of places or events as an
actual empirical object (since nothing of this nature can possibly
be given in experience), and on the other that it is equally incapable
of conceiving a last term in any such empirical series without falling
into contradiction. The former is in fact too large and the latter
too small to be reconcilable with the principles in accordance with
which the understanding must conceive empirical reality. Hence
there is a prima facie case for supposing that the cosmological
questions are unreal and are propounded only as the result of a
misunderstanding of the proper function of the ideas of reason.
That this is indeed the case becomes clear in what follows.
According to the Critical Philosophy, space and time and the
substances in them which causally determine one another are all
alike to be regarded as appearances and not as things existing
independently of all experience, and the empirical system which
they constitute is to be regarded as a representation of things
in themselves, which has no existence except for consciousness.